
To: Beck, Nancy[Beck.Nancy@epa.gov]; Cleland-Hamnett, Wendy[Cieland-
Hamnett.Wendy@epa.gov]; Wise, Louise[Wise.Louise@epa.gov] 
Cc: Jakob, Avivah[Jakob.Avivah@epa.gov] 
From: Strauss, Linda 
Sent: Fri 7/7/2017 5:04:55 PM 
Subject: RE: Urgent --chlorpyrifos desk statement 7/7/17 

From: Beck, Nancy 
Sent: Friday, July 07, 2017 1:04PM 
To: Strauss, Linda <Strauss.Linda@epa.gov>; Cleland-Hamnett, Wendy <Cleland­
Hamnett.Wendy@epa.gov>; Wise, Louise <Wise.Louise@epa.gov> 
Cc: Jakob, Avivah <Jakob.Avivah@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Urgent --chlorpyrifos desk statement 717/17 

Ok- please just remove the highlight and the italics (unless there is a reason for it). 

thanks 

Nancy B. Beck, Ph.D., DABT 

Deputy Assistant Administrator, OCSPP 
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From: Strauss, Linda 
Sent: Friday, July 7, 2017 1:02PM 
To: Beck, Nancy 

Cc: Jakob, Avivah 
Subject: RE: Urgent --chlorpyrifos desk statement 717/17 

ED_001338_00007954-00001 NRDCvEPA_17cv05928_0004537 



I'd like to send all of it to OP A b/c Liz said she wanted some details in the background to 
include in the response. 

Ignore the yellow- that was just in Avivah's timeline which I inserted into the other info from 
the overview section. 

I'll need to get OGC review too. 

Linda 

From: Beck, Nancy 
Sent: Friday, July 07, 2017 12:57 PM 
To: Strauss, Linda 

Cc: Jakob, Avivah 
Subject: RE: Urgent --chlorpyrifos desk statement 717/17 

What are we sending exactly and what is the yellow highlight for? 

Nancy B. Beck, Ph.D., DABT 

Deputy Assistant Administrator, OCSPP 

~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1 
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From: Strauss, Linda 
Sent: Friday, July 7, 2017 12:41 PM 
To: Cleland-Hamnett, Wendy 

Wise, Louise 
Cc: Jakob, Avivah 
Subject: RE: Urgent --chlorpyrifos desk statement 717/17 
Importance: High 

From: Strauss, Linda 
Sent: Friday, July 07, 2017 12:37 PM 
To: Cleland-Hamnett, Wendy 

Wise, Louise 
Cc: Jakob, Avivah 
Subject: Urgent --chlorpyrifos desk statement 717/17 

Beck, Nancy 

Beck, Nancy 

Liz B. wants a desk statement ASAP ("if one hasn't been created already.") The timeline/details 
(other assignment) "can be done by Monday, but we at least need a few main details for 
background to include in the response on this as soon as possible." 

OK to go with this? 

From: Keigwin, Richard 
Sent: Friday, July 07, 2017 12:33 PM 
To: Strauss, Linda Sisco, Debby Dinkins, 
Darlene 
Subject: RE: need ASAP --chlorpyrifos desk statement 717/17 

No comments. 
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From: Strauss, Linda 
Sent: Friday, July 07, 2017 12:26 PM 
To: Keigwin, Richard Sisco, Debby 
Dinkins, Darlene 
Subject: need ASAP --chlorpyrifos desk statement 717/17 
Importance: High 

Rick, see bel(lw_.r.e.onest_fmm.J ... iz_R~.for_ . .a . .d.esk._d.atem.e.nt_ASA.Pjn._r.esnonse_to._Rent.e.rs._a.nd 
other ~ress. ! Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process ! 
c~:~:~:~:~:_.~:~:~:~:~:~:~:::~:~:~:~~~~~:~~:~~:~t?.~(i~~!.~~(~:~~:~:f.~~~~~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:Jf·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

REUTERS: All, Five states and DC have filed a motion to intervene in the federal legal 
case before the 9th Circuit over the safety of chlorpyrifos, objecting to Administrator 
Pruitt's decision to keep the pesticide on the market. AP's story will note that EPA has still 
not cited the scientific studies that the administrator says he reviewed in making his 
decision. If you have those now, please send them along. 

Desk Statement 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 
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Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 
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From: Grantham, Nancy 
Sent: Friday, July 07, 2017 11:50 AM 
To: Bowman, Liz Wilcox, Jahan 
Cc: Hewitt, James Strauss, Linda 
Subject: RE: Reuters: U.S. state prosecutors join push to ban pesticide chlorpyrifos, 717/17 

Yes .. and I understand that avivah is working on a time line as well 

From: Bowman, Liz 
Sent: Friday, July 07, 2017 11:44 AM 
To: Grantham, Nancy 
Cc: Hewitt, James Strauss, Linda 
Subject: RE: Reuters: U.S. state prosecutors join push to ban pesticide chlorpyrifos, 717/17 

Great, thanks ... we also need to continue to work through the larger details on this issue, with the 
timeline, etc. That can be done by Monday, but we at least need a few main details for 
background to include in the response on this as soon as possible. 
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From: Grantham, Nancy 
Sent: Friday, July 7, 2017 11:40 AM 
To: Bowman, Liz 
Cc: Hewitt, James 
Grantham, Nancy 
Subject: RE: Reuters: U.S. state prosecutors join push to ban pesticide chlorpyrifos, 717/17 

All .. I just happened to be on the phone with linda strauss - ocspp comms --- when this came 
through-

She will work with A vivah- a special assistant in ocspp who nancy beck has charged with 
working on this issue- so linda will work with her to get us a draft holding statement shortly. 

Thanks ng 

From: Bowman, Liz 
Sent: Friday, July 07, 2017 11:35 AM 
To: Wilcox, Jahan 
Cc: Hewitt, James Grantham, Nancy 
Subject: FW: Reuters: U.S. state prosecutors join push to ban pesticide chlorpyrifos, 717/17 

Can you please work with Nancy Beck and Nancy G on a holding statement on this issue (if one 
hasn't already been created)? Thank you 
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From: Sorokin, Nicholas 
Sent: Friday, July 7, 2017 11:26 AM 
To: AO OP A OMR CLIPS 
Subject: Reuters: U.S. state prosecutors join push to ban pesticide chlorpyrifos, 717/17 

Reuters 

U.S. state prosecutors join push to ban pesticide chlorpyrifos 

By Emily Flitter, 7/6/17 

Six state prosecutors are seeking to join a lawsuit to force the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency to ban the pesticide chlorpyrifos from use on U.S.-grown fruits and vegetables, 
according to court papers filed on Thursday. 

Democratic attorneys general for New York, Maryland, Vermont, Washington, Massachusetts 
and the District of Columbia filed a motion to intervene in a case environmental and social 
advocacy groups brought in a federal appeals court on June 5. It challenges EPA Administrator 
Scott Pruitt's March 29 decision not to ban chlorpyrifos from U.S. foods. The action by the 
prosecutors adds momentum to a push by environmental groups to broadly oppose Pruitt and 
U.S. President Donald Trump in their stated aim to loosen U.S. environmental regulations. 

"It is EPA's responsibility to protect Americans from unsafe chlorpyrifos residues on food 
because of the potential neurodevelopmental and other adverse health effects caused by 
exposure," the prosecutors wrote in their filing. "Citizens of the proposed state intervenors 
consume foods grown throughout the United States and the world that contain chlorpyrifos 
residues." 

The EPA has previously said chlorpyrifos, which is sold under a range of brandnames, did not 
meet safety standards laid out by a 1938 U.S. law, the Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act. An 
EPA spokesman declined to comment on Thursday's filing. 
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The prosecutors' move is the latest in a series of administrative and courtroom actions against the 
pesticide that began long before Trump took office. 

In 2007, environmental groups petitioned the EPA to revoke its tolerance of chlorpyrifos 
residues on food. 

Over the next nine years, the groups obtained a series of court decisions forcing action by the 
EPA, which said in 2015 it was "unable to conclude that the risk from aggregate exposure" to the 
pesticide was safe. 

Environmental groups have argued humans are exposed to harmful elements in chlorpyrifos not 
only by eating food containing residues of the pesticide, but also by drinking water contaminated 
by it. 

The EPA issued two proposals to ban chlorpyrifos but never produced a final rule, despite being 
ordered by a court on two separate occasions to take final action on the matter. Pruitt's March 
administrative order reversed the agency's moves to ban the pesticide, denying the 2007 petition 
for the ban. 

The case is League of United Latin American Citizens v. Scott Pruitt, U.S. Court of Appeals, 
Ninth Circuit, 17-71636. 

Nicholas Sorokin 

Office of Media Relations Intern 
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